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LAW ENFORCEMENT
We may desire to avoid this subject. We may be
sincere in our belief that we should not talk about our crime
problem. Our desire and our sincerity of belief are continually being challenged, however. They are challenged by
the cofitinuing statements of our own people. They are
challenged by the editorial comments of newspapers, the
world over.
"America is the most lawless country in the world."
"Our national crime problem has never been more in need
of solution." "We take little interest in criminal statistics."
"America's police system and methods collapsed completely
in the Lindbergh case." These are the things we read daily.
How, then, can we refuse to discuss "the crime problem"
and law enforcement? How, then, can we refuse to acknowledge that corrective measures are necessary? How can the
Bar refuse to assume responsibility for constructive plans
that will make forward progress?
We are no longer dealing with individual criminals.
We are dealing with organizations of criminals. Crime is
organized. It is organized on a broad basis. It takes no
note of state lines. We cannot hope to cope with it, unless
we recognize its national scope. No community in North.
Dakota, nor the State, nor even the Nation, has machinery
that can meet its offensive power. Why not recognize the
fact, and determine upon plans that offer some measure of
success in dealing with the situation forced upon the legitimate forces of society? Suppose it does mean more
bureaucracy? Suppose it does mean greater centralization of
power? Law enforcement, today, is war. "Hell 'n Maria,"
aren't we going to try to win this war?

